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Final FS - July, 1992

William P. Lawler, P.E., Chief
-Envirbnmental Analysis Section
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'We have reviewed the final feasiblllty study (FS) for the subject

for issues related to env1:onmental resources, and offer the

following comments. ' ) " ﬁf“ : o

1\ | . 1

Wetlands. It is not clear ﬁﬁam the FS whether wetland
dewatering, as well as 511 '“uon, is a potential 1mgact of
the preferred remed1a14alte“ atlves‘(RA) An analysxs of

dewatering for: the preferr?d.RAs would provide us with the

e
iRt

‘needed 1nformat10n, to be c01s1dered in conjunctiontw1th our

)

review of the Wetlands Assessment Report.

‘JMH , ‘ w

We w1ll prov1de our comments,on the, Wetland Assessment Report -
shortly. With the 1nformation requested above we will be

- better able to advise you on the need for mitigation of

.Cultural Resources: We ari
-CRS. Apparently it is: note

impacts in the remedial des1gn phase. The proposed remedial.
action plan (PRAP) should note whether or not such impacts
are expected. In this way,,the PRAP, and successive - .
documents will accurately re;lect the complete list 6f ARARs.
We also recommend that a. copy of the report be prov1ded to
the Marine and Wetlands Protectlon Branch for: rev1ew‘and
comment. L ~‘Vn { _ ‘ ;
: R Ry . ’
;Lurrently reviewing the |[Stage IA.
51own, at this time, which areas

' of contamination will be: excavated.( It would be helpful to

"our analysis if this inform

dtion were provided as sdon as it

- becomes -available, so thathwe can ct brrelate it with the

' location of the areas of° potentlal cultural resource

sensitivity, -and determlnehif a Stage IB CRS will be
necessary. The data will elp us’ to provide you with more

tlmely comments, thereby streamllnlng the PRAP process.

Floodglalns' The 1mp11catlonL of the floodplaln del{neatlon
for the various remedial alternatlves was. not explored in the
FS. The PRAP should note. that consideration of the”loo- and
500-year flood plalns must be 1ncorporated into the remedial
design. We are reviewing the floodplain - dellneatlon in -
conjunction with the wetland! ‘assessment and will. comment
shortly. At this time Executive Oorder. 11988 (Floodplaln
Management) remains an unresolved ARAR.
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provided in the FS. regar%lngk
"viecinity, the Farmland Prote
be a resolved ARAR. } a‘,‘k
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Thank you for this opportunlty to comment
questions, concerning these comments or the information we have

requested please contact Susan”Osofsky ét x6677.

. 1K ‘
cc: R. Basso, 2ERRD-NJ II . |
- J. Josephs, 2ERRD-NJ II1 o ;
'D. /LaPosta, 2WM-DGP. - g
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the 1rrlgatlon wells 1] the site
ction Pollcy Act 'is con31dered to

If you have any




